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XII. Interpretation ofl*wo¥^ 

on the Rivers of two Siculo-Punic Coins^ 
published ky the, Prince d i Torremu zza , 
mdftev er hitherto explained. In a Letter 
to M>M^ i?. S. front the 

Rev* John Swintqn, B, D. K R> S.Giifios 
Arfihmomm^^ of Oxford^ 

Member of the Academy degli ApatlEi at 
Florence, Md of the Etrufcan J^mdm^ 
of Corona in Tufeanve 

&^'Apffi : *i,^^ Ppnic legends* of which 

I7?I> Jl I am now t0 attempt an interpret 
tation, h&vfe fcteeh pufcliftiec^ together with live otters, 
by the Prince (^^^ 

anciertt in id r i pt ion s, jpri nted at Palermo, in 176^ 
As the coins, on which they have been preferved, 
feem extremely curious, and are unnoticed by any 
other author y the Royal; Society vWtt indulge me the 
liberty of transmitting them my ^ iSritiments pf thofe 
very valulable remaihs of antiquity, in this paper, 
drawn up in the (horteft and moft coneife mariner 
fble. 




>. A "I , V.- ■.-.-■;■;■;■ , \ \ '■■■■'■■ ■ ■ ■ -.■--.'- 

(i) SidL 'it oljacmu infulat* veter-. infer ipi* nm celled* &t* 
©laffi XX, pi 292, 293. Fanormi, 1769. 

N a The 
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The firftof thefe minute infcriptions, (SeeTAB-.IIL 
u. 7.) which is the firflof thofe published (2) by the 
Prince di Torremuzza, in the place here referred to* 
adorns a fine Punic tetradrachm, as it fhould feem, well 
enough preferred $ which on one fide prefents to our 
view the head of a woman* and three fifhesj but, on 
the re verfe, the head of an horfe 3 behind which ftands a 
palm tree, attended by an infcription* in the exergue, 
formed of {even Punic letters* The workmanship* 
as well as the types, is probably fimilar to that of the 
filver medals of Mena?* by me defcribed and ex- 
plained, in (3) one of my former papers,. 

The firft of the letters, of which this infcriptlon is 
cotnpofed, will be allowed an Am of the ufual Punic 
form* This may be colleded from the (4) coins of 
Menae, Jpffc mentioned, a& well as others* that might 
eafily be produced. The ftcood feems to be Nw<* 
Rut it has been inaccurately taken* and is in reality 
Mem. This h likewife clearly evinced by the 
(5) legends on the reverfes of other fimilar Siculo- 
Punic coins. The third is undoubtedly the Punic 

(2 J Ifri<L pv ztp* 

(3), PM&fkph* TrmJaM YoU LIV. Tab. xL n, 1. p* 9^, 40$, 

(4) PhUoppb* Tmnfatf. ubi fup* 

{5) PhUoJopfo Tranfaft* ubi fup* D* Bernard. Aldret. Fan 
Jtntiguedad. de Bfpan. &c. p. iyy- — iga. I>, ¥incen> Juan de 
Laftaaof. Muf+ds.lm Medd, defcon-ocid* Ejpa&oU Tab.. 45* Ea 
llaefca, 1645. Pelteiv Recuett d* MedaiM. &c. Tom.. Trow* p, 
% &. pi. 88. ru 5, A Paris, 1763:- Memoir . de Litter at. deFAcadenu 
ties hfcripi* ($ Be& Lettr* &c. Tom. Trejitieaj, p* 417, pL iu 
#* U% % W* V&» A Paris* Vjbfy 
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or Poenician Samech (6), nearly as it appears in the fa- 
mous Maltefe infcription, and not unlike the form of 
that element exhibited by one of thofe found atCitium, 
now in the Bodleian Library, Oxon. The fourth 
and fixth are fo (7) like the Punic and Phoenician 
Ghimel that they cannot well pafs for any other ele- 
ment. The fifth is manifeftly Hbetb (8), though it 
feems to have fomewhat fuffered from the injuries of 
time* The feventh (9) greatly refembies the moft 
common figure of Thau, and therefore we cannot be 
much miftaken if we take it for that letter. The 
powers of the Punic characters forming the in- 
scription lianding thus, we may, I conceive, read the 
whole AM SEGHEGT, or SEGEGTH, which is 
bnt a (mail variation from the word SEGESTE, or 
SEGESTA, the Greek and Latin name (10) of a con- 
fidtrable maritime city of Sicily, not far from Eryx* 
where money was coined,, after the Greeks (c j) had 
poffefled themfelves of the place. The medal there- 
fore adorned with this minute Punic infcription may,, 
without any impropriety, be fuppofed to have been 
emitted from the mint at Segefta, as the Punic words* 
AM. SEGHEGT, or SEGEGTH, POPVLVS 
SEGESTANVS, appear uponk* when the Cartha- 

(6) Philcfaph*. Tranfafl;. ubi fwp» Vol. MY. Tab. xxil, p. 
394. Memoir. d$ LitUrat. C*fc»ubi fup. 

(7) PhllofipK Tranfatt* ubi fup. Tab. xxiv, p. 408, 409. 

(8) Pbikfoph. Tranjatf* ubi fup. p. 404. & Tab. xxiv* 

{9) PhUofipL TnwJaQ. Vol*UV. Tab. xi. p.. 99. & Tab.. 
axtv. p 404* 

(id) Chrift. Cellar, Nqrit. Ofb. Amlqu, Lib. II. c. xn* r » 

£*j,) FiU Parut* La SiaL Num. In Ntmvdi Stgeflv 

giniana 
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gjpigiis we^g: tnafters; of uthat (city; and' dceiipjed -all 
|be,3^j'4c ; ftnit ^gfrit©rya{ipBrtainjng td ii. 

I^ll a) ihsefQ^tlmgin i ans: ;were kffoialiy poffiiSecJ; 'for 
a ( £ ertairv ,-p e? fiod*9£ ( thatnpart of ^SiM^Whidre^E^Jf 1 
a^d^^egife had ^eirlitofetioti,^qes-ihol"6nl^ : 'a^ear 
(jg'^rpra sntiwt ftiftoM^/batn&ewife-froni * '&ng; 
IfynicJnfcriptfons 1^ placeii 

-trKsi-v^n^iQno-hasv^heto (a^puiilifhed by 'the 
iiriflce,dj ^^fettiuzz^:^PQ;vektte(^ed it from Sig* 
AptoriiQ :: ^ 

4 f ppy of jwbjchj he iv.'as ibpptied 'byrSig^ I&omifrieo: 
B$iiayo> in tlip y^ryvviaiuaMfi and learned work iftefr- 
tioned in tbe,bieginii ng /of:,? this pajpeiu • 

Xbm faeh rough; and uncblithi #ofdi* as SE&i 
BE^i^K §£GEGXH, > with vowete fcdreis > tofftdf 
enito^ 
unknown^ 

she words SBaQ^NIi ' ENGKARA, JIS€Qy>ARi 
£l|G|£ y*QJ3&RCh ^^i^HASESei Sa*dmart^bthfer4 
tjiatpG^w in the remains of the aricie'tftPunie tonguei 
\$ichl(i;4)jafcpre^nt exift(ira ^he^Verrgcula* Mtt^ 
guage ( o£ :$$$ Malted 

From what has ibeew here advanced^ it is incon> 
teftabiy cjean^tbat .SEGES^Ey or ,SEGESfAV' ts : 4 
word of a Punic origin; which, indeed, has been 
pbferved by th6< famous Bocharft That learned- au- 

pV'^a^ et? alibi Lon'd"." 1742. 

(1,3) Sicil. et . adjacent,, ;i»fylff\ Wter^injfftyfi trip* teRe&. ■. &c. 
e!ain*x; 5 p/ 296,' 297 s - Panorn-;r, 1769. 

(14) Ctf«wi'«. Gi0-Pietro ( ;Ei;ai)cef;:o\,Agiq3, ( .4ei SoWanis, ia 

Lizimar. Pumio-Ma'iif. pall. In Roma, 1750. 

4. tbor 
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thor has (15) fufficiently exploded the fabulous ac- 
count of Acefta, the pretended founder of Segefta, 
given us by fonie of the ancient writers ; though, 
for want of the afliftance of the Punic coin before 
me, he could not hit upon the true name the city 
now in view, at leaft when the medal I am con- 
fidering firft appeared, went under amongft th§ 
Carthaginians, 

As no chronological characters occur on the piece 
eonfidered here, the time when it was ftruck can-^ 
not, with any precifion, be afcertained, That ope- 
ration muft, however, have preceded theconclufion 
of the firft Funic war; finee the Carthaginians, by the 
treaty of peace which terminated that; war, ceddd 
the ( r 6) whole of their pofleflipns in the ifland of 
Sicily to the Romans. Nay, the rt\edai I am en- 
deavouring to throw fome light upon was probably 
prior, perhaps many years, to the furrender of 
Segefta(i7) to the Romans, in the beginning of the 
firft Punic war* when the inhabitants of Segefta put 
the African garrifqn there to the (word, about 2 18 
years before the birth of Christ; the Carthagi- 
nians feeming never to have been poflefied of this 
ancient city^ after that tragical event* 



(15) Sam. Boch&rt, Chan. lib. L c. 27, p. 563, 564* Frafr- 
cofurti ad Mcenum, 2681. 

(16) Polyb. Llv. OrofV Zonar. &e. Vniv* Hifi. VoL vi. 
Lond. 1742. 

(17) Polyb. Diod; Sk. Uv. Orof, Me. Wv< Hift. Vok vu 
j». 829. Load. J742, 
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II. 

Thefecond of the two abovementioned (See Tab. 
III. n. 8.) infcriptions, which is the fixth of thofepub- 
Hflhed, in the place above refered to, by the Prince di 
Torremuzza, is compofed of feven letters. Of thefe 
the firft and fecond are undoubtedly Ain and Mem, as 
we may certainly infer from a fimilar inscription, on 
the reverfes of other Punic coins, that have been (18) 
heretofore explained. The third muft be He, as it 
fo (19) much refembles a form of the Greek Epjiloni 
the antient figures of the fifth element in the Greek, 
Phoenician, and Samaritan alphabets having (20) 
been originally the fame. The fenfe of the infcrip- 
tidn feems likewife abfolutely to require this. The 
fourth letter is apparently Mem(zi) y as will be al- 
lowed by every one in the leaft acquainted with the 
ancient Siculo-Punic, and Siculo- Phoenician, cha- 
racters. The fifth is Hbeth, or Hetb, as we may 
colle€t from (22) other medals, fimilar to that oa 

(18) Philofoph. TranfaSI. Memoir, de Litter at* de I 9 dead, des 
Infcript. & BelL Lett. &c. D. Bern. Aldrec. D. Vincen. Juan 
de Laftanos. Peller. ubi fup. 

(19) Sig. Haverc. de Lit. Grac. Differt, p. 248, 249 Vid* 
Syllog. Scriptor. qui de ling* Grac. reM. pronuntiat* &c. Lugduni 
Batavorum, 1736. 

(20) Vid. Hadr. Reland. D. Bern, de Montfauc. Don Luis 
Jofeph Velazquez, Chifh. aliofque Scriptor. quam plurim. 

(21) Pbilofoph. Trqnfatt. Memoir, de Litter at. de VAcad. des 
Jnfcript. fcf BelL Lettr. £srV. Aldret. Laftanof. Peller. &c. ubi 
fup. 

(22) Philofopb.Tranfaft. Vol, L1V. Tab. xxiv. p. 408, 409. 

& Tab, xi. n. 1. p. 99, 404. 

which 
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fvhich this legend has been preferved. Part of this 
element, however, has been defaced by the injuries 
of time; which to demonftration appears (23), not 
only from coins already published, but likewife from 
others preferved in the cabinets of the great and the 
curious, to which eafy accefs may be had* The 
fixth muft be Nun, as we may conclude from all the 
abovementioned(24) coins. The draught of it, how- 
ever, given us by the Prince di Torremuzza, feems 
fomewhat to refemble one of the forms of Mem, and 
therefore it was probably not taken with the ut- 
rooft accuracy 5 the Prince, perhaps, not being Co 
thoroughly converfant with the various figures of the 
Siculo-Punic, and Siculo-Phcenician, letters, and 
learned men but little acquainted with thofe figures 
pretty frequently miftaking one fimilar letter for 
another. This chara&er likewife is apparently different 
from the form of Mem, in the fame infcription, and 
feems not a little to refemble the ufual form of Nun $ 
98 will appear to every one, examining it with proper 
attention. The feventh is Thau, as will be admitted, 
I believe, by every one verfed in this branch (25) 
of literature. The infcription, therefore, of which 
I am at prefent attempting an interpretation, is formed 
of the two words mnon W, AM HAMMA- 
HANOTH, PIAMMEHNOTH, or HAMME- 
NOTH, POPVLVS MENENIVS, or MENA- 

(23) Philofeph.Tranfaff. Vol. LIV. p. 99, 404, & Tab. xi. n. 
1. p. 99. Memoir, de Litterat. &c. ubt iup. Pi. II. n. 7, 8, 9, 
10, 12. p. 417. Aldret. Laftanof. Peller. &c. ubi fup. 

(24) Pbilof. Tranf. Mem. de Littoral. &c. A dret. Liftanof. 
Peller, ibid. 

(25) Barthel. Peller. &c. 

Vol. LXI, q rvM 
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RVM POPVLVS, as we may find rendered incqn- 
teftable by other (26) fimilar coins. 

In Hebrew the prefix n is not ieldor&added to the 
(27) beginning of the proper names of provinces* 
cities, and towns. So .ytlrhR ^T)% AND VIEW- 
ED AL Jehof. vii. 2. blhzn *W C3?0BfPI p, FROM 
SHITTIM TO GILGAL, Mich. vi. 5, njrfXft 
*QJbti1, AND ALL THE CITIES OF GILE- 
ADv Jehof* xiiL 25. To which I could add many 
more inftances of the fame mode of expreffion* that 
might, with equal facility, he produced. As th& 
Funic and Phoenician languages therefore (28) a* 
greed in moft points with the Hebrew, we may na- 
turally fuppbfe the Pheenician/ or Carthaginian, in- 
habitants^ of Menae to have imprefled the words 
riaWDTI Oy> AM HAMMENOTH, upon their 
moft ancient coins* 

The medal, which has conveyed down to us this 
inferiptionv through fuch a feries of ages, is of the 
tetradrachmal form> and of a very confiderahlc anti* 
quity. It has a place affigned it in the (29) very 
valuable cabinet of the Prince: di Torremu^za^ 
though he has not favoureci us with a draught of it. 
On one fide it exhibits the head of a- woman, god^ 
defs, or tutelary deity of the place where it was 
ftrtick, with three fifhes %^ anxi oa 

(26} Phil TranJ. Mem, de Litter at* &e* Aidret. Laftariof* 
Peller* lib* fup. 

(&7> Jobaru Buxtcwf* ffiefcim'* Gramwvt. Ling, SanSi. tiebr* 
£>* 385. Baftlesey * 651 • 

(2:8): SarB. Bochart. CBtm* libv II, c. k PUlofoptk Trgnfaft* 
Vol* 1*1 II, p» 292* & VoL LI V, p. 134. 

(29J 5/«7. tf ohjment.. infttlar. vetci\ hifcript, nm. colletf* &t± 
tiaff. xx* j>* 2,93* Panormi^ 1769, 

the 
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thsi reverie ,,# horfe's Jie^d, un^er; wfcjcbi appear? th§ 
ipferipion, that is . one of the principal obje&s of 
my &tentiq$, in this p§p^ T ; ,It; %i({ 4>e aljpac^l pee&- 
left to remark, that the harfe's head is one of the mod 
uftial fytobDfc onpthe; reveries of the ^ntieni Cartha? 
ginlaii ?coin% 

With regard to the third charter; fiere, taken by 
pie for He> I would beg leave to remark, that it is 
the crefcent, m Am^p^lorxtt c>£ , thq ^r^k; $01q%;, 
which ^as> a £g$m yQ& th&t ^lemenft q£ } %pre|ty WgE 
antiquity* thotlgfy Ji$t jihe; yp) Irff ii^d. By ;$*? 
Greeks* That itj : was fi as -early In Sicily as |ulip£ 
Caefar's days, has been proved from (3 1) the coins of 
Entella, cpevai with that emperor. And that it was 
|iJnc^A^l^; JEt^ly .. ^n^yj ;y-earis ^ "->' pejl^apis ' .'fbyetjai ' geftet^ 
tiortsv hrfof e (3 21) tiie iinilhing .ftrp^ie ; was iv , gly% tf 
tM Rornan repiibfic, is diearty evinced byau moil 
fcuripql m 1 ii u te t* veik;- ^ul^Etral iff fcrl|>tioti ^ tMMfflp 
ed by P» P* Oi^ft^ 

tieular account will be ibucid: Ati the very; ? val uaple 
work fcefferfed to Here; ^ Nay* in Greece it ieems to 
h^e ; a j^j^ mdriutrient ''(33); &s 

may be inferred from two minute infcriptions pre- 
faced on two antient Greek: ftatuea of Speulippu^ 
and Xenocj*at:es, rrtentioiied jby a very ? learned 
modera author. It ; rrj^ therefore,; With:' fufficient 

(30 ) §ig. Habere, "'Be Lit % Gr^CiI>^hJp^i0y^4^ in Ofylfoge 
Emptor, qtn de ling. Grac* t'er. et reft, pfirnun. &£. Lugfluni 
Baiavpruni, 1736. 

(3 1} Fil. Paruu La SiyL tiuik. *F&b. cfjciV. 11^ 2^ \%i 5 Sigl Havl 
ubVfup. 

(32 ) §ag- di JEtiffiria^ Accademich. di Cortok* Tom. II. p. 
157, In Roma, 1738. 

(.33) Big. Haverc. ubi fup. p. 248. 

O 2 pro- 
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propriety, be fuppofed as ancient as at leafl the later 
ages of the Carthaginian empire in Sicily, if not 
much older. That the moft ancient form of the 
<5reek Epfilon was alfo fometimes imprefled upon the 
Punic medals of Menae, is rendered inconteftable by 
a moft valuable tetradrachm of that city, published 
(34) ky M. Pellerin. The firft letter of the legend, 
on the reverfe of that tetradrachm, is the Punic ^z, 
not very accurately taken $ and the third is undoubt- 
edly the oldeft Phoenician, Samaritan, and Greek 
figure of He or Epfihn, brought by Cadmus out of 
Phoenicia, and reprefenting, according (35) to Euri- 

(34 J Teller. Resueil de Medalll lie. Tom. Troif. p. 22. pi. 
88. n. 8. A Paris, 1763, The city of Menae, the M Wi of 
Ptolemy, was built by Deucetius, king of the Siculi, butfubje& 
to the Carthaginians, from the days^of Dionyfius the elder, king 
of Syracufe, to the time of Timoleon, the Corinthian, according 
to Diodorus Siculus \ in fome part of which interval, the piece 
I have been confidering, as well as all others fimilar to it, was 
probably (truck. From Menae's being a town of the Siculi, 
and inhabited by them and the Greeks, M. Barthelemy infers, 
that it never was fubject to the Carthaginians, and that there- 
fore the piece in queftion could not poflibly have made its firft 
appearance there. But the former of thefe aflertions is exprdsly 
contradicled by Diodorus Siculus, and therefore the latter of 
them muft neceffarily fall to the ground. Of this the learned 
antiquary above-mentioned feems to have been fufficiently aware, 
when he declares, that he does not give us for demonftration 
what he has advanced on this head. I muft beg leave here far- 
ther to remark, that the word rODD cannot well he translated 
Caftra here, as the proper names of cities are generally, if not 
always, pointed out to us, by the legends on the reverfes of fuch 
coins. Diod, Sic. lib. xi. c. 76. Vid. etiam lib. xii. xiii. 
xiv. See the Univ. Hift* Vol. VII. p. 535. Lond. 1747. 

(35) Eucipkl* et Agath. TVaglc* apud Athen. Deipwjopb. 

pides, 
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pidcs, and Agathon, in Athenaeus, an obliquated 
trident That infcription is formed of the very fame 
letters with thofe that conftitute the legend I am con- 
fidering, and confequently will admit of the fame 
interpretation. Nor can this be matter of furprize 
to thofe who confider, not only that the firft figure 
of the Greek Epjilon was (36) borrowed from the 
earlier Phoenicians, but like wife that the later form 
of that element, which was alfo fafficiently ancient, 
as I have here inconteftably proved, might likewife 
have been deduced from a later figure of the Phoe- 
nician, or Funic, He, in a country chiefly occupied 
by the Greeks (37), Phoenicians, and Carthaginians, 
for a very considerable period. And that this was 
really the cafe, from the legend on the reverie of this 
coin of which I am now attempting an interpretation, 
feems abundantly clear. The Prince di Tbrremuzza 
has likewife (38) rendered the antiquity of this form 
of the Phoenician, or Punic, He inconteflable. All 
which confiderations being maturely weighed, and 
due attention given to the medals here defcribedi this 
power of the third element of the legend, pr infcrip- 
tion, before me, will appear, I would flatter myfel£ 
to be fufficiently afcemined. 

(36) Edm. Chifliul. Infcripu Sig. Sig. Haverc. ub! flip* 

(37) Herodot. Thucyd. Polyb. Diod. Sic. Liv. Strab, Ofof. 
Zonar. &c. 

(38) Prokgom. p. 3,9, 40. From the Sieulo-Punic medals 
mentioned in this paper, as well as many others, it feems clearly 
to appear, that the prefix P! was never annexed to the word D^, 
AM, POPVLVS, on the Siculo-Punic coins, as M. Baxthelemy 
has been pleafed to aflert, but to the proper name of the place 
immediately following it. This, if allowed, muft be decifrve in fa« 
vour of what I have formerly advanced, relative to the power of 
trie chara&er taken by that learned antiquary for He^ butty me 
for Mm. Philofaph, Trmfofl. Vol. LiV.p, 397, 
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Wffik&i Kasbeeft j jiitt advanc# jfJiodH b£ admitted 
by the learned, they will readily allow the bldeff 
fbritiS df ^%r^'t^ ! iv0itii Sibtild-PumC tiding to have 
greatly refembled, or rather to have 1 been almoftpfcf* 
fedlly the lame with, thofe of that letter feibibiteffb^ 
tBt56 fek rli^ft, PHofefi 16 i ^tH| S a^W krit^ jl^ C|r66ki an d E tfiiP 
can, coins. Nor can any thing be more confonantto 
the faith of hiftory than fuch a notion. We cannot 
therefore fuppofe He to have refembled any of the 
forms of Meihy br rather to have been represented by 
one of thofe forms, as M. B|¥t!^i^ 
any juft grounds for his opinion, has a&ually fupppftd^ 
i^nbtKcig INjn^m^ Ifrdipi trath^ thkri fbta 

% iugpbfitiSii; *; * * ,^Cp t iea^f t '' 3fi£lC|or^^ ^tato^f^^t^cSoi n"S^ i^nit} th£ 
reafon of the thing itfelf, riotwithftanding his exalted 
merit, and the great figure he fo juftly makes in the 
f gpii blic^of letteH^ ddciye the ^c>irit: IH ^t^llfjiori niHl 
clearly and evidently againft him. 

Nqt wiii it ^Mi Him 16 Q-o) afBtt, thai thfe ©rhefc 
<&|ins ^f ; ' itmd thbfl 

confidered by me in this paper; and that the (41) 
workmanfhip of thb latter is better than that of the 
pieces which are the acknowledged prddti<fliotts of that 
city. For that the workmanfhip of feveralof the Punic 
and Rhbenician coins is highly finifhbd^nd elegant; aiid 
that tbePtafle aria genial bf thofB coins differ con- 
fider ably , , firp nx ; tk§ f rmm er £>f thofe $ £UC& by th e 
Greeks and the RorBans,> will .not ^dmiti M a doubt. 

( -jfij) B&rtheL i n "Memoir^ tie LMerhii ' : &?-. de I'Addem ddfot- 
JtrtpL ; ^ i&Zt &^r^^ 4x6^41 i* 41 fv\ 

; (40) Bartheh LetirkWMfirfi fa M^ 
|r^ . ; ^ ; Pa r i s ^ ; i 7 &6 1 ;;i ; 

(4VJ ; -Idi ifcM. pi a& 
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The former have not their reverfes diversified by 
fuch a variety of fymbols as have the latter. The 
Carthaginians, in particular, feem to have adorned 
their medals with very few fymbols, or types > and 
tiyfe fuch as were* for the moifcpart^comrnon tolail 
the cities and towns fubje£t to their republic^ &§ the 
legend therefore, on the , reverfe of the ; - medal I 
have been endeavouring to explain* is clear and ex- 
press in favour of my explication, p^ plainly points 
out to u& the place where it was ftruck s the above- 
mentioned (42) objedions, hinted at by M. TAbbe, 
after.. what has been juft observed, wjll fall to the 
ground of courfe, and not be allowed, by the beft 
and moft competent judges of the point in cji|eftion, to 
|iave the l^aft tendency to ihvalidat^ What has bfebii 
advanced in favour of my opinion. 

Several curious particulars^ not hitherto touched 
upon, are deducible from the coin* br rather my BI^ 
plication of the coin, I have been considering. But 
as I have already exceeded the limits propofed to 
myf^lf^ when I began this paper,, it Is time to, con- 
clude; which 1 (hail beg leave! to dp, with affimng 
you, that 1 am, 

Good Sir, 

Your much obliged, 

and moft obedien t, humble fervant, 

(Cbrift-Charch, Oxbn* T « c • 



XIII. Extraf! 



